
 

 

 PROJECT INFORMATION  

Project Title Upper Long Valley Creek Agricultural Lands Improvement 

Brief Description Public and private landowners in the upper Long Valley Creek watershed 
are in strong agreement that the single, greatest threat to the viability of 
their ranching and agricultural lands is the uncontrolled spread of noxious 
weed species.  Land owners have repeatedly expressed they lack the 
capacity, fiscal means and public services to sufficiently treat existing 
noxious weed populations and fear the continued spread of weeds 
throughout their lands and downstream areas.   
The Upper Long Valley Creek Agricultural Lands Improvement Project 
proposes to implement a strategic noxious weed control program within 
this complex of public and private land, thereby slowing and perhaps even 
stopping, the spread of noxious weeds, and improving overall watershed 
health, habitat quality, and the condition of agricultural lands within the 
upper Long Valley Creek watershed.  The proposed project will also 
decrease the likelihood of the spread of noxious weeds to un-infested 
areas including private and public agricultural and ranching lands located 
downstream of the project area, and contribute to the economic viability 
of Sierra working lands by maintaining and improving forage quality. 
The proposed project supports the Sierra Nevada Conservancy’s mission 
and program areas in that it will: 1) protect and restore vegetative 
resources; 2) improve the environmental condition of riparian and 
associated upland habitats within working lands, and; 3) improve the 
region’s economic state given the habitat quality of working lands directly 
relate to the ranchers’ abilities to produce sustainable products.  Further, 
the proposed project meets the Proposition 84 requirements in that it 
will: 1) protect perennial and seasonal waterways in a region where water 
supply and reliability is often limited, and; 2) protect existing natural 
resources from the further introduction and spread of noxious weeds and 
associated habitat degradation. 
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Project Name:

Full Application Checklist

Upper Long Valley Creek Agricultural Lands lmprovement Proiect fClO*: 666

Applicant: Sierra County Fire Safe and Watershed Council

Please mark each box: check if item is included in the application; mark "N//t'' if not
applicable to the project. "N/A' identifications must be explained in the application.
Please consult with SNC staff prior to submission if you have any questions about the
applicability to your project of any items on the'checklist. All applications must include a
CD including an electronic file of each checklist item, if applicable. The naming
convention for each electronic file is listed after each item on the checklist. (Electronic
File Name = EFN: 'naming convention'. file extension choices)

Submission requirements for all Category One and Category Two Grant Applications
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Namtive.doc or.docx)
a. E Detailed Prolect Description

ffi Project Description including Goals/Results, Scope of Work, Location,
Purpose, etc.

E Project Summary
E Environmental Setting

b. E WorXptan and Schedule
c. E] Restrictions, Technical/Environmental Documents and Agreements - Category

One projects only
I Organizational Capacity
[] Cooperation and Community Support
[] tong Term Management and Sustainabili$
E PerFormance Measures
E Budget

d.
e.
f.
g.
h.



6. Supplemental and Supporting documents
a. E CEOA/NEPACompliance Form fFN: cEeAtorm.docor.docx)

E California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) documentation 1erru:
CEQA.pdl

_ tr National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documentation ffFN: NEpA.pdQ

b. ffi Oetailed Budget Form 1erru; Budget.xts,.xtsx)

c. Restrictions, Technical/Environmental Documents and Agreements, as applicable
- Category One projects only
f, Restrictions / Agreements (EF rj RestAsree.pdf)

I Regulatory Requirements / Permits 6nv: Regpermit.pdf)
d. Cooperation and Community Support

E Letters of Support @FN: Los.doc, .docx or.@r)
e. Long-Term Management and Sustainability

E Long-Term Management Plan fiFN: LrMp.pdt)
f. Maps and Photos

E Project Location Map 1rrru: LxMap.pdfl

E Parcel Map showing County Assessor's Parcel Number(s) ffFN: parcetMap.pdr)

tr Topographic Map ffFN: ropo.pdt)

E Photos of the Project Site Oo maximum) (EFN: photojps, .sif)

g. Additional submission requirements fol Conservation Easement Acquisition
applications onlv
tr Acquisition Schedule fiFN: acasched.doc,.drcx,. rtt, pdt)

f Willing Seller Letter gFN: wittsett.pdf)

f, Real Estate Appraisal @FN: Appraisat.pdf)

n Conservation Easement Language (EFNr cE.pd7

f Third Pafi Transfer Acknowledgment Letter (if applicable) (eav; rransrer.pdr)

h. Additional submission requirements for.Site lmprovemenURestoration Proiect
applications onlv
E Land Tenure Documents - attach only if documentation was not included

with Pre-application ffFN: Tenure.pdf)

E Site Plan @FN: sitePtan.pdf)
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I certify that the information contained in the Application, including required
affachments, is accurate.

October 12,2012
Date

Regine Miller, SCFSWC Watershed Coordinator
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AUTHORIZATION TO APPLY

UpperLongValteyCreekAgriculturatLandslmprovementProject



fr,,?^E@@
F'irrc
COUNCIL Sierra County Fire Safe

And Watershed Council, Inc.
P.O. Box 210 Calpine CA 96124

To: The Sierra Nevada Conservancy

From: The Sierra County Fire Safe and Watershed Council, Inc.

September 28'h,20Ll

The Board of Directors of the Sierra County Fire Safe and Watershed Council hereby
authorizes staff to submit an application to the Sierra Nevada Conservancy for funding of
The Upper Long Valley Creek Agricultural Lands Improvement Project in Eastern
Sierra County.

A^, F*"*^
J.ry
Chair of the SCFSWC Board
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NARRATIVE 

DETAILED PROJECT DESCRIPTION  

Project Summary.    The Upper Long Valley Creek Agricultural Lands Improvement 

Project will treat noxious weeds within private and public ranching lands in the upper 

Long Valley Creek watershed.  The project will improve the habitat quality and condition 

of agricultural lands within the project area and, potentially, downstream.  The project 

will also help to sustain the economic viability of the ranches by maintaining forage 

quality and the integrity of the grazing lands and associated riparian corridors.   

Project Description.    Public and private landowners in the upper Long Valley Creek 

watershed are in strong agreement that the single, greatest threat to the viability of their 

ranching and agricultural lands is the uncontrolled spread of noxious weed species.  

Land owners have repeatedly expressed they lack the capacity, fiscal means and public 

services to sufficiently treat existing noxious weed populations and fear the continued 

spread of weeds throughout their lands and downstream areas.   

The Upper Long Valley Creek Agricultural Lands Improvement Project proposes to 

implement a strategic noxious weed control program within this complex of public and 

private land, thereby slowing and perhaps even stopping, the spread of noxious weeds, 

and improving overall watershed health, habitat quality, and the condition of agricultural 

lands within the upper Long Valley Creek watershed.  The proposed project will also 

decrease the likelihood of the spread of noxious weeds to un-infested areas including 

private and public agricultural and ranching lands located downstream of the project 

area, and contribute to the economic viability of Sierra working lands by maintaining and 

improving forage quality. 

The proposed project supports the Sierra Nevada Conservancy’s mission and program 

areas in that it will: 1) protect and restore vegetative resources; 2) improve the 

environmental condition of riparian and associated upland habitats within working lands, 

and; 3) improve the region’s economic state given the habitat quality of working lands 

directly relate to the ranchers’ abilities to produce sustainable products.  Further, the 

proposed project meets the Proposition 84 requirements in that it will: 1) protect 

perennial and seasonal waterways in a region where water supply and reliability is often 

limited, and; 2) protect existing natural resources from the further introduction and 

spread of noxious weeds and associated habitat degradation.  

Goals.    The project goals are to: 1) Treat existing populations of noxious weeds for 

three consecutive years throughout the upper Long Valley Creek riparian corridor, 

adjacent upland areas, and tributaries within the approximately 7,775-acre project area; 

2) Reduce the existing noxious weed populations to below a level of ecological 

significance; and 3) Enhance landowner knowledge and behavior regarding noxious 
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weed prevention, treatment and management using annual educational workshops 

conducted each year of the grant.   

Project deliverables include maps showing the acreage of the improved (treated) area in 

each year of the project, participation records from education workshops, copies of 

literature and presentations provided to workshop participants, summaries of landowner 

surveys used to document improvements in knowledge and behavior, photo-

documentation, a summary of quadrat sampling data, and annual and final monitoring 

reports.  The desired end result is a significant reduction or elimination of noxious 

weeds in the project area the corresponding habitat quality improvement in ranching 

lands.  

Scope of Work.    The proposed project comprises noxious weed control on a complex 

of public and private lands forming the upper Long Valley Creek watershed located in 

far eastern Sierra County adjacent to the California-Nevada border, just north of 

Bordertown, Nevada.   The project area includes a portion of the California Department 

of Fish and Game (DFG) Hallelujah Junction Wildlife Area (HJWLA) within Sierra 

County and six upstream private parcels for a total of approximately 6,933 acres and 

6.5 linear miles of stream channel.  The project’s invasive weed control strategy will 

follow an integrated approach using chemical and non-chemical control techniques to 

reduce current infestations, and implementing prevention strategies to protect un-

infested areas.  Work will be conducted in the Long Valley Creek, Purdy Creek, and 

Balls Canyon riparian corridors, in the adjacent sagebrush-dominated uplands, and 

meadows within the Upper Long Valley Creek watershed under the direction of the 

project’s licensed Pest Control Advisor (PCA), Joel Trumbo (DFG).  

Target species include, but are not limited to, perennial pepperweed (Lepidium 

latifolium), Russian knapweed (Acroptilon repens), diffuse knapweed (Centaurea 

diffusa), spotted knapweed (Centaurea maculosa), Canada thistle (Cirsium arvense), 

Scotch thistle (Onopordum acanthium) and musk thistle (Carduus nutans).  Of these, 

perennial pepperweed is most widespread and of greatest concern.  Pepperweed is 

currently present throughout the Long Valley Creek corridor, tributaries and adjacent 

uplands extending north to Honey Lake near Herlong, California.  Each of the said 

species has been recognized by the California Department of Food and Agriculture 

(CDFA) and the California Invasive Plant Council (Cal-IPC) as highly invasive and 

capable of causing significant impacts on agricultural production and wildlife habitat 

quality.  To varying degrees each species is capable of out-competing livestock forage 

plants, hay crops, and native or other desirable plant species on which wildlife depend. 

Once established, these species maintain dominance by various strategies including 

asexual reproduction via rhizomes, allelopathy, long seed survival in soil, and high seed 

production rates. If left uncontrolled, each species is capable of monotypic dominance 

as seen in downstream reaches of Long Valley Creek. However, of all the species 
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addressed by this project, none poses as great a threat as perennial pepperweed. The 

species is especially adapted to spread along riparian corridors and is already well-

established in several sites near Long Valley Creek.  

Control methods for the specified noxious weeds are well-established and have been 

underway in a limited fashion on the HJWLA since the early 1990s.  Similarly, private 

land owners have conducted herbicide application in recent years but are limited by 

manpower, chemicals and cost.  The proposed project entails one or more chemical or 

non-chemical treatments per growing season for up to three years as specified by the 

project’s PCA. The following herbicides may be used depending on site-specific 

conditions; aminopyralid, chlorsulfuron, imazapyr, triclopyr (amine or ester) and 2,4-D. 

All of these herbicides are non-restricted and can be purchased and used without a 

restricted pesticide permit from the Plumas-Sierra County Agricultural Commissioner’s 

office.  Any of the above-mentioned herbicides, either singularly or in combination, may 

be used to control the project’s target weed species. All herbicide applications will be 

applied via ground-based methods, primarily using hand-held equipment (i.e. backpack 

sprayers or hose guns). The majority of infested sites can be treated using spot spray 

techniques that minimize the potential for herbicide contact with non-target vegetation. 

In more limited circumstances, boom sprayers mounted on tractors or other vehicles 

may be used.  In all cases, herbicide drift or overspray will not result in significant 

damage to non-target vegetation. Each of these herbicides was selected based on the 

following criteria: a high degree of efficacy on the target weed species, low human risk 

and insignificant environmental persistence in soil, water and biota. Additionally, each of 

these herbicides poses an insignificant toxicity risk to non-target wildlife species. Based 

on laboratory-derived toxicity values (both acute and chronic) and the exposure levels 

that might reasonably be expected, none of these herbicides would exceed the U.S. 

EPA’s Levels of Concern based on a standard hazard quotient assessment.  

Mechanical methods that will be utilized in conjunction with herbicide applications may 

include the following: hand-pulling, flower-head removal, mowing, and grazing. While 

disking is often used for invasive weed control, its tendency to increase the spread of 

the project’s target weeds, especially perennial pepperweed, precludes the use of that 

method for this project. Prior to developing treatment prescriptions, the project’s PCA 

will meet with individual landowners, observe their specific areas of infestations, and 

agree upon the treatment method(s) to be implemented 

In addition to the chemical and mechanical weed control measures specified above, the 

SCFSWC will organize and facilitate annual noxious weed education workshops in each 

year of the grant.  One hundred percent of the participating landowners will attend the 

workshops.  Project partners and supporters, downstream landowners, and the general 

public will also be encouraged to attend.  Further, project partners and supporters will 

be invited to participate in planning efforts should their agency/organization wish to 
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address similar weed control issues.  Detailed educational information will be provided 

at each workshop on topics such as the pathways in which noxious weeds are 

introduced and spread, how landowners can establish control points to limit the re-

introduction of noxious weeds, management actions landowners should take should 

they observe new populations of noxious weeds, how landowners can best leverage 

their resources and funds to strategically treat noxious weeds, and how landowners can 

work together to develop an integrated management plan to address noxious weeds in 

the future. 

Environmental Setting.    The proposed project area includes the Long Valley Creek 

riparian corridor located in Sierra County, discrete downstream sections of Purdy Creek, 

and Balls Canyon and adjacent uplands and meadows. Habitat types within these areas 

include sagebrush-dominated uplands, riparian scrub, and meadow.  The project area is 

bound by a small reservoir located within the uppermost Long Valley Creek on a private 

parcel to the south (T20N R18E S6), the Sierra-Lassen County line to the north, the 

Nevada State line and Highway 395 to the east, and the toe of Purdy Peak and 

unnamed peaks to the west.     

 

Long Valley Creek and its tributaries are perennial water ways flowing north into the 
closed Honey Lake basin located approximately 45 miles to the northwest.  Long Valley 
Creek and its tributaries are snow-fed from the Bald Mountain Range.  Average annual 
precipitation is 10.99 inches based upon historic data from the nearby Long Valley 
Agricultural Inspection Station.  Stream flows traverse through deeply incised (up to 
approximately 30 feet in some locations), eroded channel bed and banks within Long 
Valley Creek.  In most years, there is ample water in early spring, with the flows rapidly 
diminishing following the cessation of snow melt runoff.  The timing for this has been 
observed to occur as early as April or as late as June (pers. comm. Jan Dawson DFG 
HJWLA Manager). Thereafter, flows are typically reduced to a minimal amount which 
are usually adequate to maintain a base flow in the channels and irrigate portions of 
pastures.   
 
Sagebrush-dominated upland vegetation is present within the project limits in terrace 
and floodplain areas adjacent to the creek corridors except in those meadow areas that 
are irrigated for hay production.  A mix of shrubs and forbs are present including, but not 
limited to, basin big sagebrush (Artemisia tridentata), bitter brush (Purshia tridentata), 
yellow rabbit brush (Chrysothamnus viscidiflorus ssp. viscidiflorus), green ephedra 
(Ephedra viridis), spineless horsebrush (Tetradymia canescens), desert peach (Prunus 
andersonii), and desert gooseberry (Ribes velutinum). Stansbury’s phlox (Phlox 
stansburyi), silvery lupine (Lupinus argenteus var.heteranthus), one-sided bluegrass 
(Poa secunda ssp. secunda), squirreltail grass (Elymus elymoides ssp. elymoides), 
Thurber's needlegrass (Achnatherum thurberianum), long-leaved hawksbeard (Crepis 
acuminata), western hawksbeard (Crepis occidentalis), Columbia ragwort (Senecio 
integerrimus var.exaltatus), woolly mule-ears (Wyethia mollis), milk-vetch (Astragalus 
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spp.), hog fennel (Lomatium spp.), cheatgrass (Bromus tectorum), and red-stemmed 
filaree (Erodium cicutarium).  
 
Riparian scrub vegetation is found in patches within each drainage.  Dominant species 
include narrow-leaved willow (Salix exigua), Geyer willow (S. geyeriana), arroyo willow 
(S. lasiolepis), Pacific willow (S. lucida ssp. lasiandra), greenleaf willow (S. lucida ssp. 
caudata), mountain alder (Aldus viridis), and interior rose (Rosa woodsii). Herbaceous 
species found in the riparian corridors include Baltic rush (Juncus balticus), western 
buttercup (Ranunculus occidentalis), clustered field sedge (Carex praegracilis), silver 
wormwood, smooth scouring-rush (Equisetum laevigatum), common horsetail 
(Equisetum arvense), field mint (Mentha arvensis), Kentucky bluegrass (Poa pratensis), 
and black medick (Medicago lupulina).   
 

Within the project area, meadow habitat is found in low lying areas most often irrigated 

for hay production.  Species present include one-sided bluegrass (Poa secunda), 

squirreltail grass, cheatgrass, red-stemmed filaree, bulbous bluegrass (Poa bulbosa), 

Baltic rush, Kentucky bluegrass, clustered field sedge, western buttercup, California 

hesperochiron (Hesperochiron californicus), western blue flag (Iris missouriensis), 

straight-leaved rush (Juncus orthophyllus), and Nebraska sedge (Carex nebrascensis), 

Yellow rabbitbrush and rubber rabbitbrush (Chrysothamnus nauseosus) can be found in  

outlying areas of the meadows.   

 

The target noxious weeds are present throughout each of the above habitat types in 
sporadic locations and varying densities with frequency and cover generally decreasing 
with distance from water ways and moist areas. While satellite infestations are likely 
present in numerous locations within the project area, well-established infestations are 
present in the riparian zone along Long Valley Creek, in the hay meadow located on 
DFG’s HJWLA, on privately-managed grazing lands to the south of the wildlife area, and 
at the upstream extent of Long Valley Creek surrounding a small reservoir located on a 
participating private parcel at the southern project boundary (T20N R18E S6). 
 
Current land use within the project area includes irrigated pasture, rotational grazing, 
and native hay cutting.  Additionally, deer and upland bird hunting is permitted on the 
HJWLA during fall and winter of each year.  No proposed land use changes are 
associated with this project.   
 
The SCFSWC in consultation with Sierra County Planning Department has determined 
that the proposed project is consistent with the Sierra County 2010 General Plan.  The 
General Plan Policy #13-16 states the County is to "Discourage the use of herbicides in 
and around sensitive habitats, such as streams and meadows."  However, it was agreed 
that the implementation measures for this policy are focused on roadside spraying, not 
projects undertaken for the control of noxious weeds within riparian corridors and 
meadows, and for those projects in consultation with DFG.  Further, this policy is not 
specifically implemented in the zoning code.  Sierra County recently enacted an Open 
Space Ordinance which pertains to the private lands within the project area.  Under this 
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ordinance, the project activities are considered a permitted use based upon 
15.12.286(b)1.(A).  The project activities do not require a County grading permit, and, 
therefore, are allowed by the County “by right”. 
 
WORKPLAN AND SCHEDULE  

This project is expected to take 36 months to complete assuming grant authorization by 

May 1, 2013.  The specific timeline is outlined in Table 1 below.  SCFSWC will 

administer this project, organize the education workshops, develop and administer the 

landowner surveys, coordinate with DFG to develop workshop literature and 

presentations, liaison between the DFG PCA and weed control contractor, oversee 

weed control activities in the field in coordination with the DFG PCA, ensure regulatory 

compliance, work with the DFG and weed control contractor to map the acreage of land 

improved, conduct photo-documentation, and write and submit six-month progress 

reports and the final monitoring report.  

 

The DFG will coordinate with SCFSWC to develop literature and presentations and 

present at the annual noxious weed education workshops, organize and conduct 

landowner/PCA meetings and treatment prescriptions, oversee weed control activities in 

the field in coordination with the SCFSWC, map the acreage of land improved, and 

conduct quantitative monitoring.  

 

The weed control contractor will conduct the actual chemical and mechanical weed 

control activities per the PCA’s prescriptions and work with SCFSWC and DFG to map 

the acreage of land improved.  Participating landowners will participate in the annual 

workshops, coordinate with the DFG PCA to develop prescriptions appropriate for their 

property, attend meetings, and work toward preventing the re-introduction of the target 

noxious weeds and long-term management.  The Natural Resources Conservation 

Service (NRCS) will work with interested participating landowners to develop NRCS 

contracts as an in-kind match for this project. 

 

Table 1.  Workplan and Schedule 

Project Tasks and Deliverables Timeline 

SCFSWC to organize and DFG to instruct first Education Workshop – 
deliverables includes participation record, copies of 
literature/presentations provided to participants, and copy of 
landowner survey 

Month 1 

Landowner/DFG Pest Control Advisor field meetings – deliverables 
include copies of treatment prescriptions for each parcel 

Months 1-2 

First Weed Control Treatment by Contracted Agency/Company Months 1-8 

NRCS to Develop Contracts with Interested Landowners – 
deliverables include copies of contracts 

Months 1-31 
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Six Month Progress Report  Month 6 

SCFSWC to organize and DFG to instruct second Education 
Workshop – deliverables includes participation record, copies of 
literature/presentations provided to participants, and a copy of the 
second landowner survey 

Months 10-13 

Second Weed Control Treatment Months 12-19 

Six Month Progress Report  Month 12 

Six Month Progress Report of treated area Month 18 

SCFSWC to organize and DFG to instruct third and final Education 
Workshop – deliverables includes participation record, copies of 
literature/presentations provided to participants, and a copy of the 
third and final landowner survey 

Months 22-25 

Six Month Progress Report  Month 24 

Third and Final  Weed Control Treatment Months 24-31 

Six Month Progress Report Month 31 

Project Completion  Month 31 

Final Report – deliverables include a final monitoring report including 
a series of maps showing the acreage of the improved (treated) area 
in each year of the project, a summary  and discussion of the 
landowner surveys used to document improvements in knowledge 
and behavior, and photo-documentation taken over the course of the 
project, and a summary of the quantitative monitoring assessing weed 
control efficacy. 

Month 36 

 

RESTRICTIONS, TECHNICAL/ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS, AND 

AGREEMENTS  

Restrictions/Agreements.    There are no known property restrictions, encumbrances 

or agreements or toxic contamination sites within project area that could adversely 

affect project completion.  Should any become known subsequent to project initiation, 

the former will be fully complied with and the latter avoided.  Chemical and mechanical 

weed control measures will be modified accordingly. 

It should be noted that there is a current lease agreement between the DFG and a 
rancher for the use of HJWLA lands within the project area; this lease expires in April 
2014.  The current lease includes a provision for weed control as a management tool 
that DFG can utilize at their discretion.  Any future leases will include a similar provision.  
The project applicant is unable to provide SNC with a copy of this lease because it is 
considered confidential by DFG (pers. comm. Terri Weist DFG Associate Wildlife 
Biologist Northern Region).    
 
Regulatory Requirements/Permits.    This project is exempt from CEQA based upon 

Class 4, Section 15304 Minor Alterations to Land.  The project applicant is a non-profit 

organization and requests the SNC act as the Lead Agency for the work to be 
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conducted on private lands.  The DFG has filed a separate NOE for the work to be 

conducted on the HJWLA. No other permits are required for this project as specified 

below. 

 California Department of Fish and Game. N/A.  Project activities do not involve 

the substantial modification of the stream bed and banks. 

 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.  N/A.  Project activities will not fill any USACE-

jurisdictional area. 

 Regional Water Quality Control Board. N/A. Project activities do not involve the 

application of herbicides to surface water.  

 County Agricultural Commissioner’s Office. N/A. Project activities do not involve 

the use of restricted use pesticides.  

 State Historic Preservation Office.  N/A.  No known historical resources listed as 

present within the project are according to the SHPO’s website.   

 California Native American Heritage Commission.  There are no known recorded 

cultural or archeological resources within the project area. 

 CAL FIRE.  N/A.  No burning or fuels reduction work is proposed for this project. 

 Local A government agencies.  N/A.  No grading is purposed for this project. 

ORGANIZATIONAL CAPACITY 

The SCFSWC is a well-situated to administer and complete a noxious weed control 

project in the upper Long Valley Creek watershed given the limited public services and 

lack of capacity in this region. The SCFSWC is composed of a 5−member Board of 

Directors, an Executive Director, Operations Director and Watershed Coordinator. The 

SCFSWC in collaboration with the DFG’s PCA will manage project activities on each 

parcel as well as conduct the educational workshops. The SCFSWC utilizes a certified 

public accountant to provide fiscal management and retains a bookkeeper to assist in 

day to day grant administration.  An established weed control contractor with experience 

in the Long Valley Creek watershed will be hired to conduct the prescribed chemical 

and mechanical treatment measures.  Since 2008, the SCFSWC has managed more 

than $581,000 for fuels reduction and watershed protection projects.  SCFSWC also 

manages multiple Title II projects whose funds are designated for fuels reduction 

treatment in county Right-of-Ways and for the continued development and expansion of 

an Aquatic Invasive Species education and outreach program.   

 

COOPERATION AND COMMUNITY SUPPORT 

Confirmed project partners include DFG, six private land owners located upstream of 

HJWLA, and the NRCS.  The project concept originated from multiple conversations 

and field meetings with private landowners and DFG who repeatedly identified noxious 

weed control as one of their top priorities within the watershed.  Upon seeing the SNC’s 
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Grant Program, SCFSWC offered to develop a proposal, and administer a grant should 

it be awarded given that the private and public landowners lack the capacity to do so. 

Additional cooperation and support is provided by NRCS who has offered in-kind match 

in the form of landowner contracts with the participating private landowners and the 

DFG grazing leasee.   

LONG TERM MANAGEMENT AND SUSTAINABILITY 

The project proposed herein will be a momentous initial step toward weed control and 

eradication within the upper Long Valley Creek watershed.  It is the aim of the project 

applicant, participating land owners and project partners, to accomplish and finance the 

long-term management of the project through three primary means: 1) Plan for 

herbicide application on private and State and County-owned lands by the Plumas 

Sierra Agriculture Department (PSAD), Sierra Valley RCD (SV RCD), Honey Lake 

Valley RCD (HLV RCD), and DFG as resources allow; 2) For the project applicant and 

partners to seek future grant funding to hire contractors to maintain and expand the 

treated areas, and perhaps most importantly and with the longest vision; 3) Utilizing the 

Department of Water Resources’ Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) 

program as the nexus of planning and implementation for future weed control. The 

Lahontan Basin Regional Acceptance Process (RAP) includes the entire Long Valley 

Creek watershed, and recently was awarded full funding for development of its first 

IRWM Plan.  The HLV RCD, in cooperation with the University of California Cooperative 

Extension, has been and continues to lead this effort.  The SCFSWC and HLV RCD 

Watershed Coordinators have discussed at length the importance of establishing a 

Long Valley Creek Watershed Group that can work together to identify common 

watershed issues and needs, and participate in the development and implementation of 

the Lahontan Basins IRWM Plan.  This effort will be initiated in fall 2012/winter 2013.  It 

is widely assumed that noxious weed control will be identified as a common issue in the 

Long Valley Creek watershed and that the proposed project will fit into the IRWM weed 

control strategy developed.   

PERFORMANCE MEASURES 

The performance measures proposed for this project include: 

1. The Number of People Reached. This measure will document the number of 

participating landowners, partners, and interested parties in the project’s annual 

noxious weed education workshops.    

2. Dollar Value of Resources Leveraged for the Sierra Nevada.  This measure will 

document the in-kind match provided by the DFG and NRCS, and volunteer 

hours provided by participating landowners.  It is possible additional in-kind 
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match will be provided by other supporting agencies, including the HLV RCD, SV 

RCD, and PSAD.    

3. Number and Type of Jobs Created.  This measure will document the FTE job(s) 

created through the project administration, management, and contracted weed 

control work. 

4. Number of New, Improved or Preserved Economic Activities.  N/A.  This measure 

is not relevant because the project does not create or improve economic services 

such as additional head of cattle, hay production, and pastures available.  

5. Measurable Changes in Knowledge or Behavior.  This measure will document a 

change in landowner knowledge and behavior toward noxious weed prevention, 

treatment and long-term management.  Data will be collected during the annual 

noxious weed education workshops using a pre-implementation survey, and two 

follow-up surveys. 

6. Acres of Land Improved or Restored. This measure will document the total acres 

of treated land in each year of the project, and the reduction in the existing 

noxious weed populations to below a level of ecological significance using 

mapping. As a supplement to this measure, photo-documentation and a 

quantitative monitoring program will be conducted at selected locations within the 

project area to assess invasive weed control efficacy.   Currently, there are no 

known site importance or priority ratings for the project area.   

BUDGET 

This project is cost effective in that it addresses weed control beginning in the upper 

watershed extending downstream, and in that it leverages considerable in-kind support 

from partner agencies.  DFG has committed to $12,120 of in-kind contributions in the 

form of meetings, PCA prescription development, workshop preparation and 

presentation, contractor oversight, and monitoring.  NRCS has generously committed to 

continued engagement with the participating landowners to develop landowner 

contracts.  Further, NRCS has offered to designate these contracts as high priorities 

thereby increasing the likelihood they will receive funding.  Finally, landowner 

contributions include, but are not limited to, $2,000 in time spent participating in the 

education workshops, meetings and project coordination. There is no pending funding 

for this project nor is this project is expected to generate revenue.   

 



SECTION ONE

DIRECT COSTS Units Unit Cost Total Cost

Year One 

(2013)

Year Two 

(2014)

Year Three  

(2015)

Year Four  

(2016) Total

Project Management 0.00 $6,000.00 $6,000.00 $6,000.00 $18,000.00

Weed Control Contractor 0.00 $105,000.00 $85,000.00 $70,000.00 $260,000.00

Field Supervision 0.00 $2,000.00 $1,600.00 $1,600.00 $5,200.00

Equipment: Digital Camera 1 400 400.00 $0.00

Equipment: Mapping Supplies 1 500 500.00 $0.00

DIRECT COSTS SUBTOTAL: 2 $900.00 $900.00 $113,000.00 $92,600.00 $77,600.00 $0.00 $283,200.00

SECTION TWO

INDIRECT COSTS Units Unit Cost Total Cost Year One Year Two Year Three  Year Four Total

Organize and Facilitate Annual 

Education Workshops 0.00 $2,000.00 $1,800.00 $1,800.00 $5,600.00

Publications, Printing, Presentation 

Development 0.00 $500.00 $500.00 $500.00 $1,500.00

Performance Measure Reporting 0.00 $6,250.00 $6,250.00 $6,250.00 $18,750.00

Workshop Materials and Supplies 1 500 500.00 $0.00

INDIRECT COSTS SUBTOTAL: 1 $500.00 $500.00 $8,750.00 $8,550.00 $8,550.00 $0.00 $25,850.00

PROJECT TOTAL: 3 $1,400.00 $1,400.00 $121,750.00 $101,150.00 $86,150.00 $0.00 $309,050.00

SECTION THREE

Administrative Costs    (Costs may not 

to exceed 15% of total Project Cost ) : Units Unit Cost Total Cost Year One Year Two Year Three  Year Four  Total

Organization Operations 0.00 $3,000.00 $3,000.00 $3,000.00 $9,000.00

Bookkeeping Support 0.00 $1,000.00 $1,000.00 $1,000.00 $3,000.00

Reporting and Invoicing 0.00 $4,000.00 $4,000.00 $4,000.00 $1,400.00 $13,400.00

GIS Assistance 0.00 $600.00 $600.00 $600.00 $1,800.00

Phone and service 0.00 $1,400.00 $1,400.00 $1,400.00 $4,200.00

Office Equipment 0.00 $1,100.00 $1,100.00 $1,100.00 $3,300.00

Postage 0.00 $300.00 $300.00 $300.00 $900.00

Mileage 0.00 $1,400.00 $1,400.00 $1,400.00 $4,200.00

ADMINISTRATIVE TOTAL: 0 $0.00 $0.00 $12,800.00 $11,400.00 $11,400.00 $1,400.00 $39,800.00

SNC TOTAL GRANT REQUEST: 3 $1,400.00 $1,400.00 $134,550.00 $112,550.00 $97,550.00 $1,400.00 $348,850.00

SECTION FOUR

OTHER PROJECT CONTRIBUTIONS Year One Year Two Year Three Year Four  Total

California Department of Fish and Game 0.00 $4,040.00 $4,040.00 $4,040.00 $12,120.00

Participating Landowners 0.00 $800.00 $600.00 $600.00 $2,000.00

Natural Resource Conservation Service* 0.00 $0.00

Total Other Contributions: 0 $0.00 $0.00 $4,840.00 $4,640.00 $4,640.00 $0.00 $14,120.00

Project Cost Breakdown

Project Cost Breakdown

Project Cost Breakdown

Years Fund Received

* The NRCS has committed to continuing to engage with participating landowners to devleop landowner contracts and making these contracts 

high priority for funding.   That said, the NRCS cannot place a definitive dollar amount on their in-kind contributions until contracts are  drafted and 

funded.  All NRCS match will be reported over the course of the project.

Appendix B4

PROPOSITION 84 - DETAILED BUDGET FORM

SIERRA NEVADA CONSERVANCY

Project Name:  Upper Long Valley Creek Agricultural Lands Improvement Project

Applicant: Sierra County Fire Safe and Watershed Council



Compatibility Report for Budget.xls

Run on 10/9/2012 15:38

The following features in this workbook are not supported by earlier versions of 

Excel. These features may be lost or degraded when opening this workbook in 

an earlier version of Excel or if you save this workbook in an earlier file format.

Minor loss of fidelity # of occurrences

Some cells or styles in this workbook contain formatting that is not supported 

by the selected file format. These formats will be converted to the closest 

format available.
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Appendix B3 
 

 
 (California Environmental Quality Act & National Environmental Policy Act) 

 

Instructions: All applicants, including federal agencies, must complete the CEQA 
compliance section. Check the box that describes the CEQA status of the proposed 
project.  You must also complete the documentation component and submit any 
surveys, and/or reports that support the checked CEQA status. NOTE:  There is no 
page limit requirement on this form.  You may use the space you need to fully describe 
the CEQA/NEPA status of this project.   
 
If NEPA is applicable to your project, you must complete the NEPA section in addition to 
the CEQA section.  Check the box that describes the NEPA status of the proposed 
project.  Complete the documentation component and submit any surveys, and/or 
reports that support the NEPA status. 
 
For both CEQA and NEPA, submittal of permits is only necessary if they contain 
conditions providing information regarding potential environmental impacts. 
 

CEQA STATUS 
(All applicants must complete this section) 

Check the box that corresponds with the CEQA compliance for your project. The 
proposed action is either “Not a Project” under CEQA; is Categorically Exempt from 
CEQA; or requires a Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or an 
Environmental Impact Report per CEQA. 

 
 “Not a Project” per CEQA 
1. Describe how your project is “Not a Project” per CEQA:  

 
 

2. If appropriate, provide documentation to support the “Not a Project” per CEQA 

status. 

 
 

 Categorical Exemption or Statutory Exemption 
If a project is categorically exempt from CEQA, all applicants, including public agencies 
that provide a filed Notice of Exemption, are required to provide a clear and 
comprehensive description of the physical attributes of the project site, including 
potential and known special-status species and habitat, in order for the SNC to make a 
determination that the project is exempt.  A particular project that ordinarily would fall 
under a specific category of exemption may require further CEQA review due to 
individual circumstances, i.e., it is within a sensitive location, has a cumulative impact, 
has a significant effect on the environment , is within a scenic highway, impacts an 
historical resource, or is on a hazardous waste site.  Potential cultural/archaeological 
resources must be noted, but do not need to be specifically listed or mapped at the time 
of application submittal.  Backup data informing the exemption decision, such as 
biological surveys, Cultural Information Center requests, research papers, etc. should 
accompany the full application.  Applicants anticipating the SNC to file an exemption are 
encouraged to conduct the appropriate surveys and submit an information request to an 

CEQA/NEPA Compliance Form 

 

 



office of the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS).    
1. Describe how your project complies with the requirements for claiming a 
Categorical or Statutory Exemption per CEQA: 

 
 

The proposed project complies with the requirements for claiming a 

Categorical Exemption per CEQA based upon Class 4, Section 15304 

Minor Alterations to Land.  Project activities will result in the removal of 

small and discrete populations of noxious weeds by work crews consisting 

of four to eight people at any one location and time via ground-based 

methods, primarily using hand-held equipment (i.e. backpack sprayers or 

hose guns). In limited circumstances, boom sprayers mounted on tractors 

or other vehicles may be used.   

 

The following measures will be taken to avoid impacts to non-target plant 

species and wildlife: all applicators shall receive training on identifying 

target plant species, chemicals shall be applied in complete accordance 

with the label restrictions/procedures found on the chemical container, no 

chemicals will be applied directly to running water or open water that will 

ultimately find its way into a waterway, and there shall be no herbicide drift 

or overspray that results in significant damage to non-target vegetation.     

 

The herbicides to be used during the project are not restricted and pose 

insignificant toxicity risks to non-target wildlife species. Based on 

laboratory-derived toxicity values (both acute and chronic) and the 

exposure levels that might reasonably be expected, none of these 

herbicides would exceed the U.S. EPA’s Levels of Concern based on a 

standard hazard quotient assessment.  

 

Searches for special-status species within the project area were conducted 

using DFG’s California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB). A recent 

search of this database revealed that only one special status species, 

Webber ivesia (Ivesia webberi) is present near the project site.  This plant 

species is a candidate for federal listing. While there are two known 

occurrences of Webber ivesia at the HJWLA, neither is within the project 

area. Regardless, herbicide applicators involved with this project will be 

taught to identify the species and instructed in ways to reduce herbicide 

drift to sensitive non-target plants.  Finally, a 15-foot diameter Exclusion 

Zone (EZ) will be implemented around any plants found within the project 

area.  No chemical or mechanical weed control will be permitted within any 

portion of the EZ.   

 

No significant adverse impacts to archeological or cultural resources will 

occur as a result of the project.  The SCFSWC ordered a records search 

with the Northeast Information Center (NEIC) and is awaiting the results,  

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

2. If your organization is a state or local governmental agency, submit a signed, 
approved Notice of Exemption (NOE) documenting the use of the Categorical 
Exemption or Statutory Exemption, along with any permits, surveys, and/or 
reports that have been completed to support this CEQA status. The Notice of 
Exemption must bear a date stamp to show that it has been filed with the 
State Clearinghouse and/or County Clerk, as required by CEQA. 

 
 

3. If your organization is a nonprofit or federal agency, there is no other 
California public agency having discretionary authority over your project, and 
you would like the SNC to prepare a NOE for your project, let us know that 
and provide any permits, surveys, and/or reports that have been completed to 
support the CEQA status.   

 
 

 Negative Declaration OR 
 Mitigated Negative Declaration  

 
If a project requires a Negative Declaration or Mitigated Negative Declaration, then 
applicants must work with a qualified public agency, i.e., one that has discretionary 

The SCFSWC is a non-profit organization; it requests the SNC act as 

Lead Agency and file a Notice of Exemption (NOE) for the work to be 

conducted on private lands within the project area.  The DFG has filed a 

separate NOE for the work to be conducted on the HJWLA, a copy of 

which is included herein.  SCFSWC has also included a copy of the 

NEIC Request for Records Search for archeological/cultural resources 

and a copy of the CNDDB search used to evaluate species of concern. 

 

 

and consulted with Darrel Cruz Washoe Tribal Historic Preservation 

Officer, Melanie Johnson Susanville Rancheria Tribal Historic Preservation 

Officer, and the Sierra County Planning Department to assess if cultural or 

archeological resources are located within the project area.  The SCFSWC 

attempted to consult with the Greenville Rancheria on multiple occasions 

but phone calls and emails were not returned.   

Based upon information thus far, results indicate that there are no known 
records of cultural or archeological resources within the project area.  
Nevertheless, Darrel Cruz stated the Long Valley Creek watershed was an 
important area for hunting and fishing by the Washoe Tribe, and requested 
that there be no weed-eating or hand-pulling within sensitive areas 
identified in the NEIC records search.  Should any cultural or archeological 
sites be located by the NEIC search, the site(s) will be offered full 
protection with an Exclusion Zone (EZ). The EZ will be flagged prior to 
weed control activities. No equipment or mechanical weed control will be 
permitted within any portion of the EZ per Darrel Cruz’s request.  Should 
the site be inadvertently disturbed as part of project activities, the 
disturbance shall immediately cease and the appropriate agency contacted 
regarding appropriate mitigation. 
 
 



authority over project approval or permitting, to complete the CEQA process.   
 

1. Describe how your project complies with the requirements for the use of a 
Negative Declaration or a Mitigated Negative Declaration per CEQA:  

 
  

2. Submit the approved Initial Study and Negative Declaration/Mitigated Negative 
Declaration along with any Mitigation Monitoring or Reporting Plans, permits, 
surveys, and/or reports that have been completed to support this CEQA status.  
The IS/ND/MND must be accompanied by a signed, approved Notice of 
Determination, which must bear a date stamp to show that it has been filed with 
the State Clearinghouse and/or County Clerk, as required by CEQA. 

 
 

 
 Environmental Impact Report  

 
If a project requires an Environmental Impact Report, then applicants must work with a 
qualified public agency, i.e., one that has discretionary authority over project approval or 
permitting, to complete the CEQA process.   
 

1. Describe how your project complies with the requirements for the use of an 
Environmental Impact Report per CEQA:  

 
  

2. Submit the Draft and Final Environmental Impact Report along with any 
Mitigation Monitoring or Reporting Plans, permits, surveys, and/or reports that 
have been completed to support this CEQA status.  The EIR documentation must 
be accompanied by a signed, approved Notice of Determination, which must 
bear a date stamp to show that it has been filed with the State Clearinghouse 
and/or County Clerk, as required by CEQA. 

 
 

 
NEPA STATUS 

(Applicable to federal applicants, some tribal organizations, and applicants 
receiving federal funding or conducting activities on federal lands) 

Check the box that corresponds with the NEPA compliance for your project.    
 

 Categorical Exclusion 
1. Describe how your project complies with the requirements for claiming a 

Categorical Exclusion per NEPA:  

 
 
2. Submit the signed, approved Decision Memo and Categorical Exclusion, as well 

as documentation to support the Categorical Exclusion, including any permits, 
surveys, and/or reports that have been completed to support this NEPA status: 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 
 Environmental Assessment & Finding of No Significant Impact  
1. Describe how your project complies with the requirements for the use of an 

Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact per NEPA:  

 
  

2. Submit the signed, approved Environmental Assessment and Finding of No 
Significant Impact along with any permits, surveys, and/or reports that have been 
completed to support this NEPA status. 

 
 

 
  

 Environmental Impact Statement  
1. Describe how your project complies with the requirements for the use of an 

Environmental Impact Statement per NEPA:  

 
  

2. Submit the Draft and approved, Final Environmental Impact Statement, along 
with the Record of Decision and any permits, surveys, and/or reports that have 
been completed to support this NEPA status. 
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Upper Long Valley Creek Agricultural Lands Improvement Project 

 

THE UPPER LONG VALLEY CREEK AGRICULTURAL LANDS PROJECT  

LONG-TERM MANAGEMENT PLAN 

 

The long-term management of the Upper Long Valley Agricultural Lands Improvement 

Project is key to continuing to protect the ranching and agricultural lands within the 

project area itself as well as in downstream areas. Unfortunately, this project, similar to 

other noxious weed control programs throughout California, is largely dependent upon 

future funding which may limit accomplishing and financing long-term management.     

This project will use an integrated approach to maintain the land improved as a result of 

this project for a minimum of 10 years.  Multiple avenues are necessary given the 

widespread occurrence of weed infestations, jurisdictional limitations, and the dynamic 

nature of funding sources, among other reasons.  The following means will be available 

to manage and sustain the project into the future:  

1. The Plumas-Sierra Agriculture Department will be available to apply herbicide on 

private lands and County-owned right-of-ways as resources allow. 

2. The Sierra Valley RCD will be available to apply herbicide on private lands within 

their district as their current and, potentially future, grant funding allows.    

3. Participating private landowners will apply/hire certified contractors to apply 

herbicide to infestations on their land as resources allow.  

4. The DFG will continue to utilize its Wildlife Area Manager and staff to apply 

herbicide to priority infestations as resources allow and as discussed in the Final 

Draft Land Management Plan for the Hallelujah Junction Wildlife Area (October 

2009 http://www.dfg.ca.gov/lands/mgmtplans/hjwa/) 

5. The NRCS will continue to engage with private landowners within the project 

area and designate projects associated with those landowner contracts as a high 

priority for funding.  

6. The SCFSWC and project partners will seek future grant funding to hire 

contractors to spot treat the improved areas and, if possible, expand the treated 

areas downstream. 

7. The SCFSWC in coordination with the HLV RCD will work to establish a Long 

Valley Creek Watershed Group in fall 2012-2013 with the widely accepted 

expectation that this group will identify noxious weed prevention/control as a 

priority issue and will develop and implement related projects within the project 

area as part of the Lahontan Basin Integrated Regional Water Management Plan. 

8. The SCFSWC will work with the HLV RCD to establish one of its pilot perennial 

pepperweed control project sites within the HJWA should they be granted 

funding on their currently application with the SNC. 

http://www.dfg.ca.gov/lands/mgmtplans/hjwa/


MAPS AND PHOTOS

upper Long Vatley Creek AgricutturalLands lmprovement Proiect



@l Chilooot =?1i

Si3na-L6r!6n CouilY Lln.

@l
T21 N

rll

C
a

I

i
f
o
r
n
i
a

N
e

a

d
a

rrr(,.1.11 1 :

ll '1r"l r' i I

t..

-0 1 2 3 4rzoNreMiles
n,. r 'll

Upper Long ValleY Creek
Ag Lands ImProvement Project
Siena County Fire Safe and Watershed Council

Projeot Location MaP

N

flProjectArea 6,933Acres I
T20N, R18E, SBCO MDM A

T21N, R17E, Soc 1,2, 10, 11,'12, t:tso,odo
13,14,23,24, 25, 36, MDM

T21N, R 18E, Ssc 1 8, 19, 30, 31 MDM

National Goographic ToPol 1 :100,000

RtgE
R.l8E



APN Owner

Stone House Ranch

Loverin

Sallaberry

Swanson\Ritter

Zebrack

Heaton\Baroli

Califomia Fish & Game

California Fish & Game

Califomia Fish & Game

Califomia Fish & Game

California Fish & Game

California Fish & Game

California Fish & Game

Califomia Fish & Game

California Fish & Game

Califomia Fish & Game

California Fish & Game

California Fish & Game

California Fish & Game

California Fish & Game

Califomia Fish & Game

APN OWNER

021-020-002

021-020-008

021-020-016

021-020-022

021-020-023

021-020-025

021-020-a26

021-020-027

021-020-028

021-020-029

California Fish & Game

California Fish & Game

California Fish & Game

Califomia Fish & Game

California Fish & Game

Califomia Fish & Game

California Fish & Game

California Fish & Game

Califomia Fish & Game

California Fish & Game

021-100-010

02r-100-011

021-100-014

021-100-015

021-100-018

021-100-020

021-090-006

02r-080-001

021-080-006

021-080-012

021-080-014

021-080-016

021-080-018

021-040-009

021-040-010

021-040-020

021-040-022

02r-040-023

021-040-024

021-040-02s

021-040-026



T.20N., R.t7E.
T.ztN., R.t7E.

'o*r5o-8,!'"o ll-lo

Assessor's Mop Bk.Zl - Pg.lA
County 6t Sierro, CA

&s$q's Am,( ltumb€G Shom ;n Eflir66
Arses.'s Po@l l,lumDds Shoca h Circles.

Uiretd Rklll turco,i SrPm lirlched.

&
&

R. 

'8E.R.t8E.
M.D.B.&M,
M,D.B.&M.

JOt_
l3'
I

l. t"

{-

Esl{t
=

?!r

SIE
Th! mA rd Wrd ld 6rM ryF*! nt, ond it iot
intled lo ifllihb l4d bd66! il.r tr *Frd. &d ordmM6'
OlHd inlcmolbn co.6nhq dr d vt! d mv Fd tuts e
olrdd i.m lw6 d€lMB od ed 9ed4 09.rcb

DRtwl, kn l-29'tY9. SfVISED

wsto
?F!'SFI' tu1rsfD

?EV'SID Rw,S€O
-7;:;i- ffiitn Caunlv Ass**r's Ollice



T.2lN., R.l7E., & Rl8E., M.D.B.&M. 21-09

I
,.1,r*.

I

Assessor's Mop 8k.21 - Pg.09
County cif Sieno, U

Asro/r &oct l*r|bm $om h W&t.
Idrs/. ftcr, t*-D6 $om h Cicrd.

mtcd nl90tt Pdccb $ffin ,lotcM.

fax Rote Areo
52-013

R.I7E,"R,IEE.

tm
na q EF?.d h.ffid@ 6t' 6d i..d
i{nd.{ b ftfu;h llol hd*r *6 r ry* h E{..6a
Ofidd ifffih s;d*t dn r o d q 9dl Md h
dd..d fMffififfi dH 96*tt B.nd6.

----------l



T,2IN., R.I7E,, M.D.B.&M.

ME
frt mq mr md 16 6ffi1 pt!.$ at, d i, mt
hHd b hffi. hgd bld.s ih! q ryd H do€r.
fii.hl id{fidiil .d.mhq ria s @ ., ory Frcd durd b
obtlid ird reor*d hlmb d hd gffiiq q.&.

,b Tox Rate Areo
52-013 2l -04

Bk.Zl - Po.04
Sieno, CA 

-

I
=l ,r*'

i

sv0'fi

t9

Asbessor's Moo
County df

Arrsssd'! Etrt ilmbeE Srcen h Elligsca-
Ase$ors P@al tfudbcG Shfln m C:iftJca.

ilirerc| Wt Porccls $pm Hot#.



T.2lN., R.lgE., M.D

@
,8.&M.

m
Ihi! @ rB ,eot d lv odftnt re at d l. d
hrM k itf,rd. lcaol hi8hg dtG d aFd H ordffid.
offEd il6di6 .ffiil{ d& 6 !u ol q B.l 6oU b.
dldnd ft6 ffitu tulffib d led ffiint qtrir.

Tox Rote Areo
52-013

21-08

-(E.14)

t*t

=
-(8.5s)

-$.96)

-(9.37)

Hs
q

9.62)

, J,*

i

6s
$ ,rr.*

Assessor's Moo Bk21 - Po.OE
County df Sierro, CA'

^rrffil 
thck l.lumbcB gbm h Elrips.

Ar$s/s Fo.E lfumbors Slpm h Cirlc.
Yinnol fi9ht Pqcalr StDm tlotchcd,

@
1A+Ac. i

2

P/'t 6-t17
G0.02)

,<-.'''
.11, l:l__

1

I
I
I
I
I
I

I
I

n-,
I
I
I
I
I



T,21N., R.|7E., M,D.B.&M.

1t

(3e.67) i (39.02)
__--- - -- -- -_- t - -- - -4----- --

I

I

..i

il

@
383*Ac.

I
*

r
@

 I

a,

rcIE
Si! hq ro. Fry..d rG o.!.M.nt F@s. nt, 6d b .d
hts& to ilckd. l.9d &n&[ tit6 s NF6d! hl ddh.rc.t
Uftb hfdmctkn co.c.dq fr. * u$ of on, porol A(dd h
ffid km reodd dffiib o.d 161 9mmh9 ore'6.

Assessor's Mop 8k.21 - P9.02
County of Sierro, CA

Assosrb 8t@l liumberu stprn in Ellipa.
l$c$or's Pqrce, ltuab.E slDf,, i,a Circlcs.

ukerol Rioht Porcels Sh*n lldtchcd.







Upper Long Valley Agricultural Lands 
Improvement project  

 Pepperweed adjacent to Hay field on private 
holding. 

Pepperweed within Sage dominated uplands  
on private holding.  



Upper Long Valley Agricultural Lands 
Improvement project  

Long Valley Creek looking up stream  
on private holding.    

Long Valley Creek looking down stream  
on private holding. 



Long Valley Creek channel, within upper 
reach of HJWA. CA F&G land. 

Long Valley Creek channel within 
lower reach of HJWA. CA F&G land. 

Upper Long Valley Agricultural Lands 
Improvement project  



Upper Long Valley Agricultural Lands 
Improvement project  

         Thistle at HJWA at edge of native hay meadow.  
         CA F&G land.  

Pepperweed within sage dominated 
 uplands of HJWA. CA F&G land. 































































SITE PLAN

lJpper Long Valley Creek Agricultural Lands lmprovement Proiect
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